03N N AW~

BB DWW LW W W LW WUWLWLWWERNNDNNDNDNDNDNDDNDNDRFE ===
WO OOV IDNNDRR WD, OOURXOINNDEWND—RL, OOV IONDNhk WD~ OO

Appendix Three: Discussions of Jury Instructions and Decisionmaking

The following materials discuss various aspects of jury instructions and decisionmaking.
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